TS 
The Humble , 


PETITION 


OF THE 


Paoteſtants of France 


TO IHe 


French-K I N G., 


To Recall His Declaration for taking their, Children from 
them at the Age of Seven Years. 


SIR, 

O U R Majcſties Proteſtant Subjedts of the Reformed Religion, moſt 

humbly repreſent to your Majelty, That the regiſtring of your Ma- 

jelties Declaration of the 17? of Tue laſt, plunges them into a De- 

ſolarion, which ſcarcely leaves them the free uſe of their ſences. Yer 

they preſume to addreſs to your Majelty, perſwaded, that being, as they are 

moſt Humble and Loyal Subjects, the acceſs to your Majeſties Juſtice will nor: 

be denied them, and that your Majeſty will not reje& their Complaints z 

the:ein imitating God, whole Ears are always open'to the Cries of the Di- 
ſtretſed. 

In this Confidence, (Sir ) proſtrate at your Majeſties Feet, with all the hum- 
ble Reverence they are capable of, they beſeech your Majeſty to conſider, 
That this Declaration 1s direaly contrary to the Edit of Nazts, under 
which they live, and which was given them as a perpetual and. irrevokable 
Law. For, beſides that this Edit of. Nants neceſſarily ſuppoſes, that they 
ſhould enjoy all the Rights, both Natural and Civil, that are common to all 
your Majeſties SubjeCts; and that, among theſe Rights, that which makes 
Parents Maſters of the Education of their Children,. till they attain ripeneſs 
of age, is one of the moſt Sacred and Inviolable, it is, upon the account of 
the Articles alſo, their due and indiſputable Right. | 

The 18th. Article expreſly forbids. that any of their Children, who are of 
the ſaid Religion, ſhould, either by force or perfwaſion, contrary to the will 
of their Parents, be taken away from them, to be Baptized or Confirmed in 
the Roman Catholick Church. Without all contradiction, this prohibition ex- 
tends beyond ſeven years of age, hnce that none are Confirmed till after that 
age; and if it be not preciſely ſet down till the age of 14, that is to ſay, 
daring all the time thar Children are not of years of conſent, and have no 
legal will, thereaſon is, becauſe it was preſuppoſed, as a Maxim which was 
never yet called into queſtion. It is 1n the (ame ſenſe that the 33h. Article is, 
concerning the particulars which gives to the Parents, proteſſing the (aid 
Religion, liberty to provide ſuch Tutors for their Children as they think good, 
and (ubſticute one or more, either by Wills or Codicels, or other Declarati- 
ons palt in the preſence of Notaries, or written and ſigned with their own 
hands. Your Majzty (Sir ) is moſt humbly prayed to weigh exadly this 
term of Tutors, even after the death oftheir Fathers ; for it clearly demon- 
ſtrates that the Edit had reſpett to the _ of Parents over their Children, 

no: 


</ 


(2) 
not only dnring their own lives Inviolable, but as a Right extending it (elf 
after their Death ; which nozeal of Religion, or other pretence whatſoever, 
can infringe ;, and far from being limited to the age of ſeven years, it main- 
tains and keeps it ſelf in force, during the whole courſe of their Education, 
which ſcarcely begins at that age, and is very much reſtrained, when it is 
confined within the term of 14. years, the age of natural ripeneſs. 

Sir, the EdiCt of Nazts wasnot the firſt Law in this Caſe 3; By the Petition 
anſwered in the year 157 1. in the Reign of King C harles IX. a time in which 
thoſe of the Proteſtant Reformed Religion were moſt atflicted, the Rights of 
Parents over their Children were fo Inviolable, that it was ſaid in the 24% 
Article, that they (hou]d not be moleſted in the Inſtruction of their Children 
in their own Religion, 2?ccording to their Conſciences; and that after the 
death of the Fathers, thoſe Children ſhould be bred up in the ſame Religion, 
till they accompliſhed 14 years of age,at which time they (hould be at liberty. 

But none'ot your Majeſtics Predeceſlors have more c(tablithed the Autho- 
rity of this Law, than your Majeſty; For, beſides ſeveral Orders given 1n 
your Majeſties Council of State, inthe years 1663. and 1665. which are full 
and plain in the Caſe,the Declaration of 1669. doth expreſly torbid all ſorts of 
perlons whatſoever, not only totake away by force or ſtealth any of the Chil- 
dren of the ſaid Religion, but alſo to preſume to inſtruct them, or to perſwade 
them to make anyDeclaration of the change of their Religion, betore the Mal s 
arrive to to the age of 14. and the Females of 12. and in the mean time, before 
they accompliſh this age, that the Children born of Fathers of the ſaid Religt- 
on, ſhould remain in the hands of their Kindred of rhe (aid Religion, and all 
thoſe that ſhould detain them, ſhould be conltrained to render them by the 
uſual ways and means of recovery. The fame thing was confirmed by a De- 
termination which the Archbithop of Rhemes cauſed to be ſet forth, in the 
month of Auguſt 1676. by which he judged and and declared, That no 
Maid ſhould be received into the Flouſe of the Fropagation of the Faith at 
Sedan, till ſhe had fully accompliſhed 12 years of age, and that (be had plain- 
ly ſbewed atrue defire of Converlion 3 preſuppoſing, that there could not 
be an effective Converſion before that age. 

If yet (Sir) your Majeſty will condeſcend to hear the moſt humble Rie- 
monſtrancesof your Supplicants, let it pleaſe your Majelty to permit them to 
ſet before you, that there will be a vaſt difference found between your Ma- 
jeſties own Declaration in 1669. and this. The firſt 1-ft unto Nature its 
Priviledges, and unto men the liberty of ating according to their Con- 
(ciences 3 No ways thwarted the Principles of Civil and Canon-Law, nor 
hindred Parliaments from proceeding accoxding their ordinary Rules : This 
gave to ſtrangers a pattern worthy of their imitation, and to the Roman Ca- 
tholick Religion, the glory of preſerving meaſures of Equity, conformable to 
the practice of all the ancient Churches. Bur, on the other hand, this Law 
no ways agrees with all theſe Noble Characters. Nature will ſuffer violence, 
when Children ſhall be torn from the Boſoms of thoſe to whom ſhe had at 
ſeven years of age more eſpecially committed them then before, becauſe 
that at that age they begin to be capable of Inſtruction, and their Fathers 
then aCtually enter into poſſeſſion of their Right to give it them. The Con- 
(cienccs of your Petitioners will thereby be brought into the moſt extream 
perplexity that can be imagined, inas much as the right exerciſe of the pa- 
ternal authority 1s one of the ſtrongeſt and moſt indiſpenſible Duties of 
which man is to render an account to God, whereby the Father is made re- 
ſponſible before him for all the Actions of his Children as a Truſt repoſed in 
him by Nature as long as they continue under his Direfion. Civil and Ec- 
clc(iaſtical Rites further plead for the Supplicants ; for if Children are ca- 
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pable before their ripe age of chooſing a Religion, which is the molt Impor- 
tant Action of the whole life, why are they not allowed either to make Wills, 
or to bear any valuable Teſtimony in the Courts of Juſtice, or ro make 
Vows, or to pals any At of the free conſent of their wills 2 Sir, your Parlia- 
ments, which complying with thoſe Maxims, have never made Childrenhable 
to Capital Puniſhments, will find themlelves obliged to aboliſh rhis Cuſtom 
and Uſage of all Nations and all Ages ; tor the Children of 7 yearsold being 
rendred capable of changing their Religion, are at the [ſame rime rendred ca- 
pable of falling into the Crime of thole they call Relapſers, and made liable to 
the capital Puniſhments ot it, ordained by your Laws,toreign Nations and even 
thoſe that areInfidels, will believe themlelves authoriz'd by this example,againſt 
thoſe who profeſs a Religion contrary to theirs. To conclude, the Roman Ca- 
tholick Religion will not be honour'd by it, when it thall be ſaid, that it 15 
the Iffne of Converfions at 7 years old, that is to {ay,in an Age wherein Rea- 
ſon hath no force, nor Judgment no Rule, and by coniequence the change 
of Religion cannot proceed from a legitimare choice. It may be added 
that this Law breaks off from the practice of the whole Chriſtian Church, 
for ſuppole the Supplicants Hereticks, it is a conſtant Truth, that the Church 
never took away Children under Age trom thote that were regarded as lnit- 
dels, living with themin the {ame Civil Soctcty. 

[t was (untill now) never known among Chriltizns, and other Nations of 
the World, that the paternal power of Parcats over their children hath been 
limited to leven years of Age, principally in the point of their Religion. One 
of the greate(t Doors of the Roman Catholick Church decides the Caſe, 
that the Children of the Jews ought not to be baptiz'd againſt the will of 
their Parents, for two Reaſons; One, that the practice of the Church never 
gave any countenance to it. The other, that natural Righteoulneſs oppoles 
it. In effe&t, when ſome Kings of Spain or Portugal, as Sizibuts, and E m- 
#anuel the ſecond, have attempted it, the 4th. Cuuncel of Tolledo oppos'd 
the ation of the firſt, and all the World condemn'd the other, And Oſoriue 
a Famous Biſhop, who relates the Ordinance of Z zxmanuel, appointing the 
Male-children of the Jews to be taken away under the age of 14. Years, lays, 
thar it was an Action that kad no foundation either in Law or Religion, tho 
it ſeem'd to proceed from a good Intention, and had an appearance of Piety, 
becruſe that God requires of men a voluntary Sacrifice, and will not that 
Conſciences be forc'd, to which he adds the horrible circumſtances that acs 
companied this Law, wen thoſe unhappy Fathers, wao tear'd to have their 
Children raviſht from them, fell into luch excels of Raging grief, that they 
ca(t their Children into wells and themſelves with them. The Supplicants 
fear nothing like that by the Grace of Goe, and the Jultice of your Maje- 
ſty. But yer they are perſwaded the Declaration cannot be executed againſt 
them, but with molt deplorable conſequences, 

Let it not be ſaid, that it commands not to force the children out of the 
boſom of their Parents, but only puts them into a freedom of chuſing the 
Catholick Religion; for in the firkt place, the force is not to be conſidered 
as acted upon the Children but on their Fathers, to whom Nature gave them. 
The lame forecited Deofor makes the ſame judgment and argument in the 
Calc; fnjuſtice (ſayes he ) would be done to the Jews, if their Children 
ſhould be bapriz'd again(t rheir conſent ; for the paternal power which they 
have over their children, would be 1njuriouſly torc'd from them. He adds, 
It is that which the Church never did, even when it had Catholick Princes, 
as Conftantine and Theodojizs, who had no doubt permitted it, if it had not 
been a praftice contrary to Right Reaſon, Alſo the Edit of Nawts in the 
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18. Article equally ferbids Force and Perſwafion, and gives the name of 
Violence to both. And all the Ordinances have as ſeverely provided for the 
the puniſhment of the Rape of Perſwaſion, as that of Force. But in the 
ſecond place it is an a@ of Force and Violence to take childfen at ſeven years 
old out of the hands of their parents, as well asif they were {tfll hanging on 
the breaſt. For if Natural and Civil Right puts Children under the power of 
their Fathers till rhcir ripe age, it is the ſame thing to take them out of it 
ſeven years old, as if they were forc'd from them out of the Cradle ; for the 
paterna] power is equally violated in both. 

IF it be ſaid that Children at ſeven years old are capable of mortal fin, and 
that being ſo, they may make choice of a Religion 3 beſides, that to ſpeak 
generally, this Principle is very uncertain, andthat it would be a ſtrange 
courſe to judge the Supplicants according to Principles which they acknow- 
ledge not 3 Who ſees not ( Sir) that the Conſequence is not juft, and that 
there is great difference between the firſt Ideas ofGood and II] which children 
may havein theActions of their life,and the Capacity of Judging in matters of 
Religion, or rather determining whether they ſhould forget the Faith where- 
tm they have been educated, to embrace another which is unknown to them, 
and thus to make a Choyce which is the greateſt Effort of the underſtanding 
of a Man, when he wholly applies himleIfto ſeek after his Salvation. 

Your Petitioners will not here inſilt on the (ſad and miſchievous Conſe- 
quences of the'execution of this Law, which appears ſo terrible to them. The 
deſpair into which Fathers and Mothers will be driven, the unavoidable 
dilagreement between them and their children, the perverting the Order 
intended by Nature for their education who begin by a ſubmiſſion to the 
will of their Parcnts, to be formed into ſubjeCtion to Magiltrates and Princes, 
and rendred good Commonwealths-men. The forced flight of many Fami- 
lies out of the Realm, The /ibertiniſm of Children, who will no more fear 
Correction, and who will always have a pretence to withdraw themſelves 
from it, whereby even the Fruittulneſs of Marriages, which is the ſupport of 
Commonwealths, will come to be apprehended, and a multitude of Quarrels 
will every day ariſe amonglt all torts ot people ; Which, together with a 
thouſand other [ nconveniences will enſue to. the diſturbance of Civil So- 
ciety. 

Your Petitioners are with the reſt of the World convinced that Your Ma- 
jeſty can execute whatſoever you do reſolve 3 but they allo know that you 
are pleaſed to temper your Authority and Power with your Bounty and Ju« 
ſtice, according to the example of God himſelf, who never diſplays his infi- 
nite Power over his Creatures, but that at the ſame time he regards them 
with eyes of Compaſſion. Thus {{S7x) it is your Juſtice that the Supplicants 
inthe excels of their Sorrows, implore 3 To it they addreſs their Cries and 
Teares 3 And, without Failing 1n the duty they owe to your Majeſties Or- 
ders, it istO it they preſume to lay, that they ſhall chaſe all manner of Suffe- 
rinzs, and even death it (oIf, rather than to endure a ſeparation from their 
Children 1n fo tender an age, and to be made uncapable of rendring that 
account ro God of them, which their Conſcicnces layes an obligation upon 
them to enddeavour, 


For theſe Reaſons, may it pleaſe your Majeſty by Revoking the new De- 
claration of the 17th, of June laſt paſt to Ordain'that the Declaration in the 
Month of Febraary 1569 may be executed according to its Fcrm and Tenor. 
And rour Petitioners will continue their Vowesand Prayers for your Maje- 
{ties Health and Proſperity, and the Glory of your Reign. . 


LONDON: Printed by I. T. for Andrew Forreſter in King 5-ſtreet Weftminſter,168x. 


